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TO: Energy and Telecommunications Interim Committee (ETIC) members
FR: ETIC staff
RE: RPS Survey results

In September 2013, the ETIC approved two surveys to be sent to energy producers and suppliers
as part of its study of the Montana Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS). One survey was
provided to renewable energy generators certified as resources that can be used to meet
Montana's RPS. The second survey was provided to utilities and electricity suppliers required to
meet Montana's RPS. The surveys were sent electronically in late September, and most were
returned by early January. The committee will review and discuss the survey results the March
21 meeting. 

As directed by Senate Joint Resolution No. 6, the study and associated survey focus on the
economic impacts of the RPS, the environmental benefits of the standard, and the impacts the
standard has had on Montana consumers. 

The first survey was sent to 13 renewable generators. Those generators have all been certified as
eligible renewable resource and/or community renewable energy projects by the Montana Public
Service Commission. With the exception of three generators located out-of-state, all of the
renewable generators provided a response to the ETIC. However, while some entities answered
all of the questions posed by the committee, most chose to only answer certain questions. 

The second survey was sent to eight utilities or competitive electricity suppliers that have in the
past, or are currently, subject to the requirements of Montana's RPS. Only one competitive
electricity supplier did not respond to the survey. The other seven entities responded, at least in
part, to the survey. 

The surveys offer a wealth of information from the perspective of both renewable developers and
utilities and suppliers required to meet the standard. The results of the comprehensive survey are
attached for your review. With the help of the legislative communications office, staff also has
developed an interactive map, so legislators and the public can view the survey results. To view
the map, visit the committee's Website at www.leg.mt.gov/etic. You can click on a location and
view those survey results. For example, by clicking on Butte, the survey response provided by
NorthWestern Energy is available. 

Cl0124 4058slea.
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Q1:	What	is	the	name	of	the	utility	or	electricity	supplier	you
represent?

NorthWestern	Energy

Q2:	What	years	were	or	are	you	subject	to	Montana’s	RPS	(69-
3-2004,	MCA)?

All	years

Q3:	Have	you	been	able	to	meet	the	overall	percentage
requirements?

Yes

Q4:	If	you	received	a	waiver,	what	was	the	overall	cost
(includes	administrative	costs)	of	the	waiver?

Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q5:	If	you	have	not	met	the	standard	or	received	a	waiver,
have	you	paid	an	administrative	penalty?

Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q6:	What	eligible	renewable	resources	have	you	used	to	meet	the	overall	percentage	standards?

Judtith	Gap	-	135	MW	w ind
Spion	Kop	-	40	MW	w ind
Gordon	Butte	-	9.6	MW	w ind
Turnbull	-	13	MW	hydro
Flint	Creek	-	2	MW	hydro
Low er	South	Fork	-	0.5	MW	hydro

Q7:	Are	you	subject	to	the	CREP	requirement? Yes

Q8:	Have	you	met	the	CREP	requirement? No,

If	not,	have	you	received	a	w aiver	for	any	compliance	year?
Yes

Q9:	If	you	received	a	waiver,	what	was	the	overall	cost
(includes	administrative	costs)	of	the	waiver?

NWE	estimates	conservatively	that	it	has	expended	$25,000	to	
date	on	w aiver	f ilings.

Q10:	If	you	have	not	met	the	requirement	or	received	a
waiver,	have	you	paid	an	administrative	penalty?

No

Q11:	What	eligible	renewable	resources	have	you	used	to	meet	the	CREP	requirement?

Gordon	Butte	-	9.6	MW	w ind
Turnbull	-	13	MW	hydro
Flint	Creek	-	2	MW	hydro
Low er	South	Fork	-	0.5	MW	hydro

Q12:	Who	owns	the	eligible	renewable	resource(s)	you	have	used	to	meet	the	CREP	requirement?

Gordon	Butte	-	Gordon	Butte	Wind,	LLC
Turnbull	-	Turnbull	Hydro,	LLC
Flint	Creek	-	Flint	Creek	Hydroelectric,	LLC
Low er	South	Fork	-	Low er	South	Fork,	LLC

COMPLETECOMPLETE
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Q13:	Has	the	standard	contributed	to	the	diversification	of
your	portfolio	in	Montana?

No,

Please	explain	how 	it	has	or	has	not.
NWE	had	already	been	focused	on	renew able	resources	prior
to	RPS.	A	minimal	amount	of	NWE’s	resource	portfolio	can	be
attributed	to	the	standards.

Q14:	Has	the	standard	led	to	you	reducing	your	dependence
on	fossil	fuels?

No,

Please	explain	how 	it	has	or	has	not.
No.	Given	NWE’s	dependence	on	market	purchases,	this
cannot	be	precisely	determined.	How ever,	NWE	believes	any
change	in	fossil	fuel	use	to	be	minimal.

Q15:	Has	the	standard	assisted	you	in	hedging	against	the
volatility	of	fossil	fuel	markets?

No,

Please	provide	some	details	on	how 	it	has	or	has	not.
No.	On	one	hand,	resources	acquired	to	meet	the	RPS
standards	provide	a	partial	hedge	against	volatility	of	fossil
fuel	markets	by	reducing	market	purchases,	w hich	include	a
thermal	(gas/coal)	component.	On	the	other	hand,	the	inclusion
of	RPS	resources	caused	NWE	to	invest	in	additional	gas-f ired
resources	to	integrate/regulate	those	resources.	These
offsetting	effects	cannot	be	precisely	determined.

Q16:	Has	the	standard	contributed	to	higher,	lower,	or	neutral
costs	for	your	customers?

Neutral,

Please	explain	your	answ er
Neutral:	Customer	cost	impact	cannot	be	precisely	calculated
(refer	to	NWE’s	responses	to	14	and	15).	How ever,	NWE’s
highest	cost	RPS	resources	are	currently	much	more	costly,
on	a	$/MWh	basis,	than	the	market	purchases	that	they
displace.

Q17:	How	much	has	the	standard	changed,	if	at	all,	your
average	residential	customer’s	monthly	utility	bill?	(indicate
increase	or	decrease)

Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q18:	How	is	the	standard	beneficial	to	your	customers?

NorthWestern	w as	focused	on	renew able	resources	prior	to	RPS	(refer	to	NWE’s	response	to	13,	15	and	16).		Therefore,	any	benefit	
from	RPS	is	minimal.

Q19:	How	is	the	standard	a	drawback	for	your	customers?

NorthWestern	w as	focused	on	renew able	resources	prior	RPS	(refer	to	NWE’s	response	to	13,	15,	and	16).		Therefore,	the	draw back	
from	RPS	is	minimal.

Q20:	What	additional	resources	have	been	needed	to	integrate	renewable	resources?

Dave	Gates	Generation	Station	(DGGS)	and	w ind	forecasting	services.

Q21:	Would	these	renewable	and	integration	resources	have
been	added	to	your	portfolio	if	there	was	not	a	standard	in
Montana?

Yes

Q22:	Would	you	have	constructed	or	acquired	these
resources	at	a	different	size	if	there	was	no	standard?

Yes

Q23:	Please	explain	your	response	to	21	and	22	above.

A	majority	of	the	RPS	resources	in	NWE’s	energy	supply	portfolio	w ould	have	been	acquired	absent	the	RPS	standards,	see	NWE’s	
answ er	to	question	13.

Q24:	How	much	of	the	cost	of	integration	resources	used	in
conjunction	w ith	the	renewable	resources	used	to	meet	the
standard	is	attributable	to	the	standard?

Roughly	50%	of	the	cost	of	DGGS.
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Q25:	In	the	2012	compliance	year	what	was	the	average	unit
price,	including	integration	costs,	for	each	renewable
resource	used	to	meet	the	standard	(dollars/MWh)?

Gordon	Butte($69.53/MWh),	Low er	South	Fork($66.25/MWh),	
Judith	Gap	Energy($34.27/MWh),	Turnbull	Hydro($65.96/MWh);	
Average	Cost	-	$59.00

Q26:	What	was	the	comparable	price	in	2012	of	your	supply	(not	transmission	service)	resources,	including:
Spot/hourly	market	resources? $40.47
Coal	resources? $66.83
Natural	gas	resources? Basin	Creek	Plant	is	a	capacity	and	tolling	agreement
Hydropow er	resources? $52.78
Qualifying	facility	resources? $75.52
Please	identify	the	resources	you	are	using	as	the	basis	of	the
answ ers	above.

Market	-	Multiple	sources;	Coal	-	Costrip	Unit	4;	Hydro	-
Tiber	Dam	&	Turnbull	Hydro;	QF	-	mutiple	sources

Q27:	In	the	2010	compliance	year	what	was	the	average	unit
price,	including	integration	costs,	for	each	renewable
resource	used	to	meet	the	standard	(dollars/MWh)?

Judith	Gap	-	$39.71

Q28:	What	was	the	comparable	price	in	2010	of	your	supply	(not	transmission	service)	resources,	including:
Spot/hourly	market	resources? $44.42
Coal	resources? $44.73
Natural	gas	resources? Basin	Creek	Plant	is	a	capacity	and	tolling	agreement
Hydropow er	resources? $41.42
Qualifying	facility	resources? $68.64
Please	identify	the	resources	you	are	using	as	the	basis	of	the
answ ers	above.

Market	-	Multiple	sources;	Coal	-	Colstrip	4;	Hydro	-
Tiber	Dam;	QF	-	Muliple	source

Q29:	In	the	2008	compliance	year	what	was	the	average	unit
price,	including	integration	costs,	for	each	renewable
resource	used	to	meet	the	standard	(dollars/MWh)?

Judith	Gap	-	$37.33/MWh

Q30:	What	was	the	comparable	price	in	2008	of	your	supply	(not	transmission	service)	resources,	including:
Spot/hourly	market	resources? $54.54
Coal	resources? $38.26
Natural	gas	resources? Basin	Creek	Plant	is	a	capacity	and	tolling	agreement
Hydropow er	resources? $41.92
Qualifying	facility	resources? $67.30
Please	identify	the	resources	you	are	using	as	the	basis	of	the
answ ers	above.

Market	-	Multiple	sources;	Coal	-	Unit	contingent
purchase;	Hydro	-	Tiber	Dam;	QF	-	Multiple	sources

Q31:	Please	provide	any	additional	thoughts	on	Montana’s	Renewable	Portfolio	Standard

NWE	is	developing	a	portfolio	of	ow ned	resources	suff icient	to	meets	its	customers’	loads	reliably	and	economically.		An	increase	in	the	
RPS	requirement	could	potentially	affect	NWE’s	planned	load	and	resource	balance.		Additionally,	an	increase	in	the	RPS	standard	could	
create	integration/regulation	needs	in	excess	of	NWE’s	current	ability	to	provide	those	services.

Q32:	FINAL	SUBMISSION:	All	questions	are	complete	and	this
survey	is	ready	for	submission	(select	no	if	you	w ish	to
return	and	complete	this	survey	later).

Yes
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Nowakowski, Sonja

From: Sasse, Art <Art.Sasse@iberdrolaren.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2013 2:14 PM
To: Nowakowski, Sonja
Subject: RE: Montana Survey for Klondike

Sonja, 
 
So, as we look at this – seems like only question #31 applies. This will be our answer to that question.... 
 
Montana has a strong wind resource but does not have significant load so it is unlikely an out‐of‐state project will be 
affected by the Montana RPS.  In‐state projects will look more favorable. 
 
Should I go through the formal survey process for this – or does this give you what you need. 
 
 

 
Art Sasse 
Director, Communications & Brand 

Iberdrola Renewables 
1125 NW Couch Street, Suite 700; Portland, OR  97209 
Telephone: (503) 796–7740;  Mobile (503) 475-0330  
art.sasse@iberdrolaREN.com 

  In the interests of the environment, please print only if necessary and recycle. 

 
From: survey-noreply@smo.surveymonkey.com [mailto:survey-noreply@smo.surveymonkey.com] On Behalf Of 
snowakowski@mt.gov via surveymonkey.com 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2013 12:28 PM 
To: Sasse, Art 
Subject: Montana Survey for Klondike 
 
Dear Renewable Energy Generator: The Montana Legislature is seeking your feedback concerning the Montana 
Renewable Power Production and Rural Economic Development Act. Since 2008, the law has required certain 
utilities to procure a percentage of their resources from renewable resources. As directed by Senate Joint 
Resolution No. 6, the Energy and Telecommunications Interim Committee of the Legislature is focused on the 
economic impacts of the renewable portfolio standard, the environmental benefits of the standard, and the 
impacts the standard has had on Montana consumers. The committee is beginning its work by reaching out to 
renewable generators in Montana. Please take a few minutes to fill out the survey at the following link: 
https://www.surveymonkey.com/s.aspx?sm=rmJRAQmAOMOdAKzbOJMzaQ_3d_3d This link is uniquely 
tied to your project. You may forward this email and the link for this survey to multiple people to assist in 
filling it out. When the survey is complete, please click the “Final Submission” button at the bottom of the last 
page. Thank you for your participation. Sonja Nowakowski Research Analyst Montana Legislative Services 
Division (406) 444-3078 Please note: If you do not wish to receive further emails from us, please click the link 
below, and you will be automatically removed from our mailing list. 
https://www.surveymonkey.com/optout.aspx?sm=rmJRAQmAOMOdAKzbOJMzaQ_3d_3d 
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Renewable Energy in Montana - Surveyfor Generators

C$NWBIffiTH
Collector: Follow Up #3 (Email)
Started: Monday, January 06,2014 9:13:40 AM
Last Modified: Monday, January 06,2014 9:40:46 AM
fime Spent 00:27:06
Email : jbacon@goldwi ndamerica.com
Custom Data: Mussel$rell Wind I

lP Address: 64.1 87. 1 94.96

$3&ffiffi.*

ffil ; What is the name of the project?

#.ff:When did ...

... construction of the project begin? AOl01l20j2,

... the project begin operating? A1lO1nA13

S)*: Did Montana's Renewable Portfolio Standard. enacted in
2005, contribute to your decision to build?

ffi4r What was the project investment (in $ dollars)?

*s: l-low many Montana contractors or subcontractors were
hired during construction?

{},$r Please list the contractors and subcontractors

Substation Inc - Flelena MT
CEI- Billings MT
EPC/CEI Services - Billings MT
Local lvlachine Shop near Ryegate MT
Local sanitation conpany - Roundup MT
fi,tullen Crane - Billings MT
Bull lvlountain &cavation - Lavina MT
kgle Construction - Billings MT
Battle Ridge Construction-Livingston MT
Hanson-Kelly Construction - Billings MT
Fast Track Acoustics-Laurel MT
T.J. Fainting - Billings MT
Pfo tunp & ftuipnent-Laurel MT
Northern Flunbing - N olt il/lT

R&T $ervices-Billings MT
Sunmit Bectric- Billings MT

ffi?; llcw many people were employed in Montana during
construction?

.*$: What were the average earnings per job?

ft1*; How many Montana or local vendors are utilized in
support of the project?

Nfussellshell l andZ

Yes,

Please provide details of w hy it did or did not.
Ivfusselshell w ind project won bid to provide a 20 year PPA to
I',lorthw estern Energy to cover a portion of their renew able
portfolio requirenents.

48 nillion

15 counted nny have been npre.

N/bx was 100 - 120 Avg 75

20.00/hr

{}S: l-low many full-time permanent jobs has the project created in Montana and what are the average earnings per job?

3 / 68,000/yr

a t2.

10-15

43



Renewable Energy in Montana - Surveyfor Generators
*:.13 i In general, can you describe how those vendors are utilized?

Providing specialized services to site operations. 
.

ri'i*r How much in Montana property taxes (1f-6-1s7, McA) ;r"" ;""" p"ia ror rn" or"l*", ,",
Year 1 of constfuction or operation?

Y ear 2 o'f construction or ooeration?

#1S: ls the project currently receiving a state iMontana) or Yes
federal tax abatement?

i?14: What is the abatement? 0

0

*i 
''"r 

How much in local property taxes (15-6-157, MCA) have been paid in Montana, and in what county, for the project in:
Year 1 of construction or operation?

Year 2 of construction or operation?

Year 3 of construction or operation?

Year 4 of construction or operation?

Year 5 of construction or operation?

Year 6 of construction or operation?

0

0

0

0

i]'jlfi: What was the amount of business equipment taxes (15-6-138, MCA) paid in Montana conjunction with the project in:

#1S:b$h*n will *h,a* *fix *t)*t#rixtrnt expir*?

*i#r What are the estimated property taxes following
expiration of the abatement?

Year 1 of construction or operation?

Year 2 of construction or operation?

Year 3 of construction or operation?

Year 4 of construction or operation?

Year 5 of construction or operation?

Year 6 of construction or operation?

Q''l$: ** t*4 pr$j€flt *r*h.|**t t* tlWmntan;;l's wh$$$g;r?l* *n*rgy
tratt* ;".lr.,ti*: l'n tux { I $-7*-t *{$" }$ *A} ?

{}##; lf yes, what was the amount paid in:
Year 1 of operation?

Year 2 of operation?

Year 3 of operation?

Year 4 of operation?

Year 5 of operation?

Year 6 of operation?

fffi s rl:r'rft* iilrsj* st x *tljr* ct t* iV? $Nttfi N'r{$'s e la*sgri*xll # fi e i"$y
pr***r.:r'rr.s {;irv {1$-St-'iS1 il$lf*A}?

4tffr: lf yes, what was the amount paid in:
Year 1 of operation?

Year 2 of operation?

Year 3 of operation?

Year 4 of operation?

Year 5 of operation?

Year 6 of operation?

ltcs;ro lrr1*'ril sft 4rpcd {fi t"s r1ues tlo rr

Unknow n

0

0

0

0

llus3.to nrlenI sh rppcrd ihrs r;rrcsIrir n

U

U

U

0

n

l{csponiJ*nl s t:ippe d flrrs gu*rsfion

0

0

0

n
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Renewable Energy in Montana - Surveyfor Generators

ffi?il: llas the project paid or will the project in the future pay Yes
facility impact fees for local governmental units and school
distriets in Montana (15-24-3004, MCA and 15-24-3005, MCA)?

fi.trt&r lf so -
To w hat governnent entity?

l-low nuch in year 1?

Ffow nuch in year 2?

Flow mch in year 3?

fiR$l In general terms how much is

60,000 per year

Wheatland County

0

0

0

paid for land leases in Montana needed for the project?

ffi*$r llow much is paid for Montana state land leases?

Unknow n

{ftfr?: Are there additional taxes paid in Montana in conjunction
with the project that you feel the committee should include
in its analysis?

QftSr llave community donations or additional financial
contributions been made in the Montana community where
the project is located?

1 ffi#f}; fffsane prelvldn nny udr*ltional th*ughts on how the
J prsjes* i'lns wcntri*:ruted to #lontana or your lccal e*onomy?

, ffi3{}: Flas Montana's renewable energy standard assisted in
: leveraging Montana's competitive advantage in developing
: new electric transmission?

i ffiS'lr Pfi*ase pr*vidn any additiernat *hought$ on fidsntana'$
, |i{ene wabls Fmntfolir $t;*n<lard

{il}f : FII.|AL SUBMISSION: All questions are complete and this Yes
survey is ready for subm ission (select no if you wish to
return and complete this survey later).

Nlo

Re s;rondenl s ktpped tlris qrrestion

f,lo

Respo ndenf s kipp e d thts qrres tio n

31345
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Q1:	What	is	the	name	of	the	project? Spion	Kop

Q2:	When	did	...

...	construction	of	the	project	begin? 03/20/2012,

...	the	project	begin	operating? 12/01/2012

Q3:	Did	Montana's	Renewable	Portfolio	Standard,	enacted	in
2005,	contribute	to	your	decision	to	build?

Yes,

Please	provide	details	of	w hy	it	did	or	did	not.
NorthWestern	Energy	is	obligated	under	Montana's	Renew able
Portfolio	Standard	to	purchase	output	from	eligible	renew able
projects.

Q4:	What	was	the	project	investment	(in	$	dollars)? $83,900,949

Q5:	How	many	Montana	contractors	or	subcontractors	were
hired	during	construction?

22

Q6:	Please	list	the	contractors	and	subcontractors

-	Dick	Anderson	Construction
-	DJ&	A	
-	Annala	Fencing
-	Osw ood	construction
-	Paradice	Fencing
-	Riley	4	Securities
-	Schellinger	Construction
-	Terracon
-	Tetra	Tech
-	Asplund	Enterprises
-	Boland	Construction
-	Fire	Guys
-	Contract	Flooring
-	Windy	City	Excavation
-	United	Materials
-	Christmas	Roofing
-	Klinefelters	Insulation
-	Lonesome	Dove
-	MacDonald	Heating	and	Cooling
-	Mountain	West	Steel
-	United	electric
-	Summit	Plumbing

Q7:	How	many	people	were	employed	in	Montana	during
construction?

790	MT	residents	w ere	employed	during	construction

Q8:	What	were	the	average	earnings	per	job? $33.17

COMPLETECOMPLETE
Collector:Collector:		Follow	Up	#2	Follow	Up	#2	(Email)(Email)
Started:Started:		Thursday,	December	26,	2013	12:57:14	PMThursday,	December	26,	2013	12:57:14	PM
Last	Modified:Last	Modified:		Tuesday,	January	28,	2014	8:14:46	AMTuesday,	January	28,	2014	8:14:46	AM
Time	Spent:Time	Spent:		Over	a	monthOver	a	month
Email:Email:		john.bushnell@northwestern.comjohn.bushnell@northwestern.com
Custom	Data:Custom	Data:		Spion	KopSpion	Kop

IP	Address:IP	Address:		199.96.16.11199.96.16.11
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Q9:	How	many	full-time	permanent	jobs	has	the	project	created	in	Montana	and	what	are	the	average	earnings	per	job?

5	@	approximately	$75,000	annually

Q10:	How	many	Montana	or	local	vendors	are	utilized	in
support	of	the	project?

approximately	10

Q11:	In	general,	can	you	describe	how	those	vendors	are	utilized?

Local	vendors	are	used	for	services	typical	for	a	comercial	operation	and	include	for	example;	trash	removal,	w eed	control,	road	
maintenance,	rodent	control,	and	bottled	w ater	services.

Q12:	How	much	in	Montana	property	taxes	(15-6-157,	MCA)	have	been	paid	for	the	project	in:
Year	1	of	construction	or	operation? 255684
Year	2	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	3	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	4	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	5	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	6	of	construction	or	operation? 0

Q13:	Is	the	project	currently	receiving	a	state	(Montana)	or
federal	tax	abatement?

Yes

Q14:	What	is	the	abatement? Montana	New 	or	Expanding	Industry	(15-24-1402	MCA)

Q15:	When	w ill	the	tax	abatement	expire?

Enter	a	date: 12/31/2021

Q16:	What	are	the	estimated	property	taxes	follow ing
expiration	of	the	abatement?

400,000.00

Q17:	How	much	in	local	property	taxes	(15-6-157,	MCA)	have	been	paid	in	Montana,	and	in	what	county,	for	the	project	in:
Year	1	of	construction	or	operation? 255,684.11,	Judith	Basin

Q18:	What	was	the	amount	of	business	equipment	taxes	(15-6-138,	MCA)	paid	in	Montana	conjunction	w ith	the	project	in:
Year	1	of	construction	or	operation? 0

Q19:	Is	the	project	subject	to	Montana’s	wholesale	energy
transaction	tax	(15-72-104,	MCA)?

No

Q20:	If	yes,	what	was	the	amount	paid	in:
Year	1	of	operation? $0

Q21:	Is	the	project	subject	to	Montana’s	electrical	energy
producers	tax	(15-51-101	MCA)?

Yes

Q22:	If	yes,	what	was	the	amount	paid	in:
Year	1	of	operation? $33,288

Q23:	Has	the	project	paid	or	w ill	the	project	in	the	future	pay
facility	impact	fees	for	local	governmental	units	and	school
districts	in	Montana	(15-24-3004,	MCA	and	15-24-3005,	MCA)?

Yes

Q24:	If	so	-
To	w hat	government	entity? Judith	Basin	County
How 	much	in	year	1? 209753
How 	much	in	year	2? 104876
How 	much	in	year	3? 104876
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Q25:	In	general	terms	how	much	is	paid	for	land	leases	in	Montana	needed	for	the	project?

Approximately	$200,000	annually.

Q26:	How	much	is	paid	for	Montana	state	land	leases?

$0

Q27:	Are	there	additional	taxes	paid	in	Montana	in	conjunction
with	the	project	that	you	feel	the	committee	should	include
in	its	analysis?

Yes,

Please	list	those	taxes	and	the	year	and	amount	paid
Montana	Consumer	Counsel	Tax	&	Montana	Public	Service
Commission	Tax	totaling	approximately	$40,000	annually.

Q28:	Have	community	donations	or	additional	financial
contributions	been	made	in	the	Montana	community	where
the	project	is	located?

Yes,

If 	yes,	please	list.
$10,000	donated	to	the	Geyser	school	for	purchase	of	iPads

Q29:	Please	provide	any	additional	thoughts	on	how	the
project	has	contributed	to	Montana	or	your	local	economy?

Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q30:	Has	Montana’s	renewable	energy	standard	assisted	in
leveraging	Montana's	competitive	advantage	in	developing
new	electric	transmission?

No,

Please	elaborate	on	w hy	or	w hy	not?
From	a	transmission	providers	perspective,	the	RPS	itself
does	not	seem	to	have	promoted	the	development	of	new
electric	transmission.	The	RPS	standard	does	seem	to	have
resulted	in	more	use	of	the	existing	transmission	system	in
certain	areas	and	also	in	direct	interconnection	facilities	for
projects	striving	to	be	part	of	the	RPS	solution.	How ever,	at
this	point	larger	scale	transmission	additions	have	not
occurred	as	a	result	of	the	RPS

Q31:	Please	provide	any	additional	thoughts	on	Montana’s
Renewable	Portfolio	Standard

Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q32:	FINAL	SUBMISSION:	All	questions	are	complete	and	this
survey	is	ready	for	submission	(select	no	if	you	w ish	to
return	and	complete	this	survey	later).

Yes
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Q1:	What	is	the	name	of	the	project? Flint	Creek

Q2:	When	did	...

...	construction	of	the	project	begin? 05/01/2012,

...	the	project	begin	operating? 03/14/2013

Q3:	Did	Montana's	Renewable	Portfolio	Standard,	enacted	in
2005,	contribute	to	your	decision	to	build?

Yes,

Please	provide	details	of	w hy	it	did	or	did	not.
It	encouraged	Northw estern	Energy	to	be	slightly	less
antagonistic	w ith	independent	pow er	producers.

Q4:	What	was	the	project	investment	(in	$	dollars)? 4	million

Q5:	How	many	Montana	contractors	or	subcontractors	were
hired	during	construction?

12

Q6:	Please	list	the	contractors	and	subcontractors

Tallon	Construction,	EPC	services,	S&N	concrete,	Hydrodynamics	Inc,	Northw estern	Energy,	Timberline	Fencing,	FEPE,	S&J	rentals,	
Mungas	Co,	Sun	Rental	Center,

Q7:	How	many	people	were	employed	in	Montana	during
construction?

12

Q8:	What	were	the	average	earnings	per	job? 50,000

Q9:	How	many	full-time	permanent	jobs	has	the	project	created	in	Montana	and	what	are	the	average	earnings	per	job?

1,	30,000

Q10:	How	many	Montana	or	local	vendors	are	utilized	in
support	of	the	project?

12

Q11:	In	general,	can	you	describe	how	those	vendors	are	utilized?

purchased	materials,	equipment.		Rented	equipment.

Q12:	How	much	in	Montana	property	taxes	(15-6-157,	MCA)	have	been	paid	for	the	project	in:
Year	1	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	2	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	3	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	4	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	5	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	6	of	construction	or	operation? 0
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Q13:	Is	the	project	currently	receiving	a	state	(Montana)	or
federal	tax	abatement?

No

Q14:	What	is	the	abatement? Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q15:	When	w ill	the	tax	abatement	expire? Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q16:	What	are	the	estimated	property	taxes	follow ing
expiration	of	the	abatement?

0

Q17:	How	much	in	local	property	taxes	(15-6-157,	MCA)	have	been	paid	in	Montana,	and	in	what	county,	for	the	project	in:
Year	1	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	2	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	3	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	4	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	5	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	6	of	construction	or	operation? 0

Q18:	What	was	the	amount	of	business	equipment	taxes	(15-6-138,	MCA)	paid	in	Montana	conjunction	w ith	the	project	in:
Year	1	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	2	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	3	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	4	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	5	of	construction	or	operation? 0
Year	6	of	construction	or	operation? 0

Q19:	Is	the	project	subject	to	Montana’s	wholesale	energy
transaction	tax	(15-72-104,	MCA)?

No

Q20:	If	yes,	what	was	the	amount	paid	in: Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q21:	Is	the	project	subject	to	Montana’s	electrical	energy
producers	tax	(15-51-101	MCA)?

Yes

Q22:	If	yes,	what	was	the	amount	paid	in:
Year	1	of	operation? 2000
Year	2	of	operation? 2000
Year	3	of	operation? 2000
Year	4	of	operation? 2000
Year	5	of	operation? 2000
Year	6	of	operation? 2000

Q23:	Has	the	project	paid	or	w ill	the	project	in	the	future	pay
facility	impact	fees	for	local	governmental	units	and	school
districts	in	Montana	(15-24-3004,	MCA	and	15-24-3005,	MCA)?

No

Q24:	If	so	- Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q25:	In	general	terms	how	much	is	paid	for	land	leases	in	Montana	needed	for	the	project?

zero

Q26:	How	much	is	paid	for	Montana	state	land	leases?

$75,000	annually
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Q27:	Are	there	additional	taxes	paid	in	Montana	in	conjunction
with	the	project	that	you	feel	the	committee	should	include
in	its	analysis?

No

Q28:	Have	community	donations	or	additional	financial
contributions	been	made	in	the	Montana	community	where
the	project	is	located?

No

Q29:	Please	provide	any	additional	thoughts	on	how	the	project	has	contributed	to	Montana	or	your	local	economy?

This	project	funds	the	dam	at	Georgetow n	Lake.		Without	this	revenue,	the	dam	w as	going	to	potentially	be	removed.		The	recreation	on	
the	lake	is	a	source	of	local	income.

Q30:	Has	Montana’s	renewable	energy	standard	assisted	in
leveraging	Montana's	competitive	advantage	in	developing
new	electric	transmission?

No,

Please	elaborate	on	w hy	or	w hy	not?
There	is	still	no	available	transmission	for	small	independent
producers.	Should	transmission	to	Idaho	and	beyond	become
available,	more	projects	like	this	could	be	developed.

Q31:	Please	provide	any	additional	thoughts	on	Montana’s	Renewable	Portfolio	Standard

The	consequences	of	failure	need	to	be	geared	tow ard	hurting	the	shareholders	and	not	the	ratepayers.

Better	rates	are	needed	to	encourage	local	independent	pow er	producers.		Every	stream	coming	off	a	mountain	in	Montana	should	have	
a	small	hydro	on	it.

Q32:	FINAL	SUBMISSION:	All	questions	are	complete	and	this
survey	is	ready	for	submission	(select	no	if	you	w ish	to
return	and	complete	this	survey	later).

Yes
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Q1:	What	is	the	name	of	the	project? Low er	South	Fork

Q2:	When	did	...

...	construction	of	the	project	begin? 06/01/2011,

...	the	project	begin	operating? 08/14/2012

Q3:	Did	Montana's	Renewable	Portfolio	Standard,	enacted	in
2005,	contribute	to	your	decision	to	build?

Yes,

Please	provide	details	of	w hy	it	did	or	did	not.
Low 	rates	for	Independent	pow er	producers	w ould	not	have
allow ed	this	project	to	be	built.	The	RPS	encouraged
Northw estern	to	pay	a	little	more.

Q4:	What	was	the	project	investment	(in	$	dollars)? 1	million

Q5:	How	many	Montana	contractors	or	subcontractors	were
hired	during	construction?

4

Q6:	Please	list	the	contractors	and	subcontractors

jares	fence,	northw estern	energy,	schlessler	materials,	J	&	T	materials,	Ladvala	electric,	Hydrodynamics	Inc,	mountain	excavation,	JMG	
contracting,

Q7:	How	many	people	were	employed	in	Montana	during
construction?

5

Q8:	What	were	the	average	earnings	per	job? 45,000

Q9:	How	many	full-time	permanent	jobs	has	the	project	created	in	Montana	and	what	are	the	average	earnings	per	job?

0.5,	20,000

Q10:	How	many	Montana	or	local	vendors	are	utilized	in
support	of	the	project?

4

Q11:	In	general,	can	you	describe	how	those	vendors	are	utilized?

Purchased	equipment	and	materials.		Rented	equipment.

Q12:	How	much	in	Montana	property	taxes	(15-6-157,	MCA)
have	been	paid	for	the	project	in:

Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q13:	Is	the	project	currently	receiving	a	state	(Montana)	or
federal	tax	abatement?

No

Q14:	What	is	the	abatement? Respondent	skipped	this 	question
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Q15:	When	w ill	the	tax	abatement	expire? Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q16:	What	are	the	estimated	property	taxes	follow ing
expiration	of	the	abatement?

Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q17:	How	much	in	local	property	taxes	(15-6-157,	MCA)	have
been	paid	in	Montana,	and	in	what	county,	for	the	project	in:

Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q18:	What	was	the	amount	of	business	equipment	taxes	(15-
6-138,	MCA)	paid	in	Montana	conjunction	w ith	the	project	in:

Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q19:	Is	the	project	subject	to	Montana’s	wholesale	energy
transaction	tax	(15-72-104,	MCA)?

Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q20:	If	yes,	what	was	the	amount	paid	in: Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q21:	Is	the	project	subject	to	Montana’s	electrical	energy
producers	tax	(15-51-101	MCA)?

Yes

Q22:	If	yes,	what	was	the	amount	paid	in:
Year	1	of	operation? 400
Year	2	of	operation? 400
Year	3	of	operation? 400
Year	4	of	operation? 400
Year	5	of	operation? 400
Year	6	of	operation? 400

Q23:	Has	the	project	paid	or	w ill	the	project	in	the	future	pay
facility	impact	fees	for	local	governmental	units	and	school
districts	in	Montana	(15-24-3004,	MCA	and	15-24-3005,	MCA)?

No

Q24:	If	so	- Respondent	skipped	this 	question

Q25:	In	general	terms	how	much	is	paid	for	land	leases	in	Montana	needed	for	the	project?

0

Q26:	How	much	is	paid	for	Montana	state	land	leases?

0

Q27:	Are	there	additional	taxes	paid	in	Montana	in	conjunction
with	the	project	that	you	feel	the	committee	should	include
in	its	analysis?

Please	list	those	taxes	and	the	year	and	amount	paid
All	revenue	results	in	montana	income	tax

Q28:	Have	community	donations	or	additional	financial
contributions	been	made	in	the	Montana	community	where
the	project	is	located?

No

Q29:	Please	provide	any	additional	thoughts	on	how	the	project	has	contributed	to	Montana	or	your	local	economy?

This	project	helps	a	ranch	get	into	the	black	by	using	w ater	from	their	irrigation	ditch.		This	plant	also	helps	fund	said	ditch.

Q30:	Has	Montana’s	renewable	energy	standard	assisted	in
leveraging	Montana's	competitive	advantage	in	developing
new	electric	transmission?

Yes,

Please	elaborate	on	w hy	or	w hy	not?
The	low 	rates	available	to	independent	pow er	producers	is
not	enough	to	build	small	irrigation	hydros.	The	RPS
encouraged	Northw estern	energy	to	pay	a	little	more.

Q31:	Please	provide	any	additional	thoughts	on	Montana’s
Renewable	Portfolio	Standard

Respondent	skipped	this 	question
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Q32:	FINAL	SUBMISSION:	All	questions	are	complete	and	this
survey	is	ready	for	submission	(select	no	if	you	w ish	to
return	and	complete	this	survey	later).

Yes
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